The article examines a problem of adequacy of reflection in the current Russian criminal law of social danger of actions involving misleading of victims. The author concludes that the Russian Criminal Code undervalues the social danger of fraudulent acts, including various types of deception: criminologically unjustified exclusion of deception as a possible way to commit some crimes, which violates the principles of the criminalization of acts, differentiation and individualization of criminal responsibility; the presence in the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation of independent element of deception (falsification) does not solve the problem of the criminal-law protection of the interests, the means of violation of which is deception; legislative practice of the increase of responsibility for the additional socially dangerous consequences that inevitably or highly likely occur as a result of fraudulent activities should be considered as valid. During its implementation it is
sciences -psychologists (41 %) and sociologists (38 %) 2 .
The attitude to deception in society is negative in most cases
3
. This is particularly evident at the individual level. Thus, deception from close people is very painful for people. Often, hypocrisy is among the acts that are forgiven with difficulty, and sometimes, people cannot forgive deception at all, if it is associated with treachery, betrayal (in friendship, family). Deception from close people often causes severe soul wounds, leads to rupture of close relationships, serious crimes. Examples of this are countless.
However, in the framework of this article we are interested in the estimation of the social danger of deception (various types of falsification)
in order to develop technical and legal algorithms to construct the criminal law standards.
In the theory of the criminal law, deception
is often regarded as one of the possible ways to commit a crime, which is quite explainable. After all, deception is rarely an end in itself; it is often a means to achieve certain goals that may be diverse (greed, revenge, promotion in career, selfassertion, prevention of adverse effects, etc.).
In the doctrine of the criminal law the method of crime received significant attention.
It was considered in the works devoted to the objective aspect of crime 4 , elements of certain crimes and was the subject of a separate study 5 .
Deception as a phenomenon in the criminal law doctrine was not exposed to special studies at the level of the General Part, the theory of construction of the criminal law standards. At the same time, deception was studied in great detail as a method to commit groups of crimes 6 , certain crimes; first of all, we are talking about fraud, which is a subject of many scientific The analysis of the considered elements shows that at their construction the law often takes on the shortcomings of two kinds.
-2111 - Hence, we come up with another conclusion.
Inclusion in the law of an independent element of falsification (deception) does not solve the question of the criminal-law protection of interests, the method for violation of which is
deception. However, this rule does not adequately protect the relations that will be broken in case of using a forged document.
Falsification (deception) sometimes
inevitably generates the risks of additional, more distant socially dangerous consequences. Code. This will help to take into account any serious consequences during classification.
At the same time, this construction will not prevent further differentiation of responsibility, if required.
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This rule is the same as in p.9 of the Regulation of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation dated December 27, 2007 No. 51 "On judicial practice in cases of fraud and embezzlement".
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In practice, there is probably a dispute concerning the mandatory presence of a large scale in the classification of the offense under P. 2 and 3 of Art.238.1 of the RF Criminal Code. It seems that the presence of this feature in the imputation of qualified and highly qualified element of crime is not required. Otherwise it turns out that upon the occurrence of more serious consequences the actions will not form the element of crime, which is contrary to the principle of justice and will violate a common sense.
